ttt. 0, Frederick, lid.. 21701 

7/21/74 


Dear %. Bradlee, 

As I suspected when I phoned. your secretary, it is oru; ana the 3cjne Epstein and 
as 1 wag certain, he' is again doing a job for tho Department of Justice* 

This carries mo back to the disagreement between us in April or of 1S£6, 
when Dan ICurzman loft the Post and my first book was reassigned to Dick Harwood* 

Dick was given an impossible assignment , to read it and what was relevtfjht of the 
V/arren Report and its 26 volumes and hpstoin 1 s book, the release date on which the 
Post elected to break for reasons X never understood - all in a wee;;* 

What I then tried to explain about the thrust of Epstein* 3 work those who lacked 
my knowledge of the Warren material simply v/o lu no\; believe* hut it was a defense 
of the FBI and the most vicious attack on Warren personally, attributing to him worse 
than anyone else ever did or since has. 

You probably don 1 t remember my giving you some xeroxes of what lind been withheld, 
a few pages of the initial and supposedly definitive Phi report on the assassination* 
Hoover accounted for the assassination without reference to one of tho President* s 
known wounds, that in the front of the nock, or to all the shorts known to have been 
fired. It is my recollection that Epstein, who had that report leaked to him-oxcl usive ly- 
made no reference to tills* He has selections from its text in his appendix* With his 
book virtually based on this and a supplementary PHI report to the Comniission, it is 
not possible for him to liave been unaware of tlds FBI “oversight 11 without widoli there 
could not have been a no-eon< > piracy conclusion* I could and extensively to this but 
my purpose? is not to go over all of tliat* It is to say all the signs are and always 
have been tliat Epstein was and is on FBI-Departiaeut of Justice fink* Inquest, in itself 
an ovon/helning proof that he was tlieir apologist, is not t!.ie only one. * radically, the 
si^iificanco of this was lust oil ail of you* I gues. the fact of it, too* facsimile 
excerpts from tlio pages I gave you aro on page 1 C J5 of Whitewash* 

Epstein's Hew Yorker attack on tho Black Panthers was witliout doubt assisted if 
not inspired by the FBI and/or DJ. hitcholl personally promoted it on TV, 1 ronenber 
spending much time on thi : with haul Valentine, whether or not I persuaded him, 

Tho fact is tliat 1 know of no Epstein writing; tliat can't bo interpret ec<. tliis way, 
propaganda for the FBi and DJ* borne of it was quite incompetent* il o couln lmva made a 
much better case against Garrison than ho did* As this writing* related to me it was 
of obvj.ous inaccuracy* But a pseudo-scholar who so ns to speak softly and yet says the 
harshest tilings can get away with anything. V/itnoss conning as tough4mindod a reporter 
as Dick Harwood* 

single hasty reading of his attack on the Post in Commentary is 100/^ consistent 
with Epstein's past* Even to his vagueness with sources* Obviously Jne prosecutors 
were his major source* He never says it» yet he can point to w hero he suggested it if 
he i 3 over called on tills* He has the reputation of b.-ing very la ay* I believe it. So 
as with his Black Panther piece T wonder how* much of the research ho did* I don't for 
a minute believe that he kept files on tills or went to a libamry and read all he'd 
have to read to lx? able to cite what he lias* I do believe he was hand fed* 

When did he decide to do tills .piece? Just when the Silbort nomination was in 
trouble. Coincidence that lie didn't do tide earlier, say when you got the Pilitser? 

There aro areas of fussiness in this piece indicative of unoriginal work and con- 
sistent with covering ffi and FBI* There are statements not from the papers and the source 
of which is not cited in any case. There is factual error consistent with tho foregoing, 
a3 in when Hunt's involvement was first known to a reporter* There is also factual 


about when certain matters became public record* There arw other factual errors 
of wliicll you may not bo aware because they relate to wliat the fust did not report. 

Aside from these kinds of errors, there are tho.se of doctrine many if not all 
of which you siioulu liavo perceived. F< or a self-styled critic of the press, mis- 
casting it is pretty serious. 

The press lias made a kind of sacred cow of thin fink, beginning with Harwood* s 
piece and since then frequently by the filmland How Yorker* It lias given him a 
credibility he never liad* It iind liin finking made liim a man of some wealth^ at 
an extraordinailly early ago* 

In ay opinion he is a fit subject of some investigative reporting* If you 
know anyone who f?w develops th(3 interest, ny files cur* available. 

Tills is not to say that the press should not have critics for I am one ane I 
believe it is necessary to the pro lb (which raroly listens)* nor is it to say that 
I have not had criticism of rone of the Pcst f s If /bergate work, as .Barry can toll you* 
However, what tills snealc attacks is pr cicely tlmt work of tli- I' st wliioh v.v.s by 
any reasonable standard very good work* Vfithout it all may well have been different* 

whether or not this is his inspiration, it is apparent tliat lie is doing a job 
for the initial suppressor, Hilbert • Today bids nee ns for riaon* 

uince:\.ly, 


w irold oia oorg 


Postscript on Nixon and taxes and fraud 

V/hat has come out on this has sheen latclied pretty much to tbs needs of mooting 
daily deadlines. Unless the Judiciary committee liao eon e an ill-depth job, to the host of 
my knowledge there lias not boon one. 

What lias been reported is whit is more likely to iaake headlines# 

If anyone- has really gone back to the requirements of the law for a "gift** of 

the kind fur which Nixon took such deductions, I an not a ware o± ib and I have 

been looking. 

Ny laiov?lodgo is liLdted to my own experience, to what the Archives has represented 
to me and has r presented in oourt in one of my i.mreported Freedom of Information cults# 
Uliile I do not; pretend tliat this is complete, X do believe it relates to the absolute 
minimum in preconditions without which there cannot bo any claim for 'bax benefit# I 
believe that unless these preemnditioua wore mot all subsequent federal iiivestigations 
were in effect conspix'acies and themselves fraudulent# 

There must be an initial condition, that the "gift* 1 serves the public interest. I 
do nut set; how tide can be verbal# 

Xf any conditions are attached to the "gift* there mist also bo t\ determination 
by the Administrator of USA that these conditions also serve the public interest# 1 

do not see how tills can be verbal# here the wrong description of “deed" for what 

requires a contract and written contractual agreement , which is id suing, important# 

(ioad relating to the k organ story, that tlio lawyer lack? authority, this is wrong# There 
is precedent, burke llarsimll signed the contract, called a letter agreement,, f o • the 
executors of the oF.n estate#) 

The aonuitions' Nixon stipulated, themselves 1 believe fraudulent, could not be 
agreed to by any government official# They enable him to first take tin. write-off 
an. I then recover 100,? of his "gift," Have the oaton cako# 

As I remember it, this “gift" was inrorproted by (klv/AraMves to Include ChliLiP 
records after the filing of civil suits# This o-ruld among other things have inquired 
1>J to defend any action# 

The GSA acU<ani^trators wcr..* both Hugh iicott 1 a former Aids, both iiad legal problems, 
one as X recall jointly with Joott, with criminal prosecution a possibility over some 
land dealings la PLiladulyidn. noth, oi cuurce, Nixon appointees# 

Without a signed contract there was no basis for maiding any tax claims# There was 
no i&x signed contract# Tliis cannot have been missed in uhe federal investigations, 
especially nov by either UnA or Iil># 

In short, aside from those tilings that have been reported, j-ouo of wliich liave 
been argued, the absolute minimum in requirements for maiding caiy tax claim wore not 
met, therefore on nn unequivocal basin there wan no .legal t?.x credit possible. This 
was laiown to Nixon* a appointees who thereafter found no fraud# Hid they, they, too, 
would liavu been guilty of fraud# 

There in a special section at Archives that d ials with these matters# They no l 
only know the laws, they can supply you with copies and with copies of tlic ’’deed # n 
There also has to be a section rt Cv3A rivaling i/ith these matters because as a gene ral 
practise i;)io administrator delegates Ids authority to the archivist# 


Harold Welsh era; 


